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"thick". Flournoy1 interprets "thin" as "mince, tenu,
maigre, ch6tif" and "thick" as "e"pais, solide, massif,
cossu ". James, on one occasion, also uses the expression
"soft-headed" for the tender-minded, Both "soft" and
"tender" suggest something delicate, mild, gentle, light;
hence weak, subdued, and rather powerless, in contrast to
" thick " and " tough ", which are resistant qualities, solid
and hard to change, recalling the nature of matter and
substance, Flournoy accordingly elucidates the two kinds
of thinking as follows: " It is the opposition between the
abstractionist manner of thinking—in other words, the
purely logical and dialectical fashion so dear to phil-
osophers, which fails, however, to inspire James with any
confidence, appearing to him as fragile, hollow " che'tive",
because too withdrawn from the contact of individual
things—and the concrete manner of thinking, which is
nourished on the facts of experience and never quits the
earthy region of tortoise-shells or other positive facts."
(P- 32).
We should not, of course, conclude from this com-
mentary that James has a one-sided approval of concrete
thinking. He appreciates both standpoints: "Facts are
good, of course . , . give us lots of facts. Principles are
good . . . give us plenty of principles." Admittedly, a
fact never exists only as it is in itself, but also as we view
it. If, therefore, James describes concrete thinking as
"thick" or "tough", he thereby demonstrates that for
him this kind of thinking has something substantial and
resistant, while abstract thinking- appears as something
weak, thin, and pallid, perhaps even (if we interpret with
Flournoy) rather sickly and decrepit Naturally, such a
view is possible only for one who has mad£ an a priori,
connection between substantiality and the concrete fact,
1 Th. Flournoy, La philosophie de W. James, p. 32 (Saint Blaise,
1911)

